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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action Is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 


1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative fomri and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer Is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be Implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. 

2. Claim 1 Line 22, recites the limitation "...generally greater than...". As written 
this is not clear. Is it or is it not "greater than?" As written, the claim is indefinite. 


3. Regarding claim 2, the term "about" in claim 2 is a relative term which renders 
the claim Indefinite. The term "about" is not defined by the claim, the specification does 
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not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skiW in 
the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. The quantity 40° 
is rendered indefinite by the term "about". It is unclear what range "about" 
encompasses. 

4. Regarding claim 3, the phrase "...may reach 25°" is indefinite. The word "may" 
renders the quantity 25° indefinite. Does it or does it not reach 25°? 

5. Regarding claim 4, the phrase "sufficient material" is Indefinite. It is unclear as to 
what quantity constitutes "sufficient". 

6. Regarding claim 6, the phrase "kind of renders the claim indefinite. It is 
indefinite as to what a "kind of cap" is. 

7. Claim 6 recites the limitation "the rest position". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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8. Claims 1-4,6,7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lancelot FR2809701. 

Regarding claim 1 , Lancelot discloses a similar device comprising: 

• A rear hoop (12) comprising an attachment bar (12a) situated behind the 
pedal spindle (A) and substantially parallel to this spindle, the rear hoop 
being articulated about a first hoop spindle (14) mounted in bearings (C2a) 
of the pedal body (C2a). Examiners note: pedal body C2a has holes for 
receiving spindle (14). These holes contain bearing surfaces. 

• A front hoop (1 1 ) comprising an attachment bar (1 1 a) situated in front of 
the pedal spindle and substantially parallel to this spindle, the front hoop 
being articulated about a second hoop spindle (14) 

• Elastic means (R1 ,R2) urging the rear hoop (12) and the front hoop (1 1) 
toward a rest position, the attachment bars (1 1a, 12a) being situated above 
the pedal body (C2) and being able to be moved apart, wherein the 
second hoop spindle (14) for the articulation of the front hoop is situated 
below the mid-plane of the pedal passing through the geometric axis (A) of 
the pedal (see fig 10). 

Regarding claim 2, Lancelot discloses a similar device comprising: 

• The cycle pedal as claimed in claim 1 wherein the inclination of the front 
face (10) relative to the mid-plane of the pedal is about 40° (see fig 10). 

Regarding claim 3, Lancelot discloses a similar device comprising: 
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• The cycle pedal as claimed in claim 1 wherein the angular range for 
clicking in may reach 25°. 

Regarding claim 4, Lancelot discloses a similar device comprising: 

• The cycle pedal as claimed in claim 1 wherein sufficient material is 
retained around the bearings (C2) through which the second hoop spindle 
passes. 

Regarding claim 6, Lancelot discloses a similar device comprising: 

• The cycle pedal as claimed in claim 1 , comprising, to the rear of the body, 
a kind of cap (17) provided for guiding the sole of a shoe fitted with a 
tunnel, wherein the rear hoop bears against the cap in the rest position 
(see fig 12). 

Regarding claim 7, Lancelot discloses a similar device comprising: 

• The cycle pedal as claimed in claim 1 , wherein each front hoop (11) 
comprises at least one lateral stop (1 1 b) provided in order to limit the 
freedom of transverse displacement of a cleat fixed under a shoe. 

9. The recitation "...to allow the passage and attachment of a cleat fixed under the 
sole of a cycle shoe in a housing of the sole, at least one edge of which is limited by a 
projection, especially a stud, whose thickness is generally greater than that of the 
cleat..." in claim 1 has not been given patentable weight (see MPEP 21 15). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lancelot 
in view of Chen. Lancelot is discussed above. 

Regarding claim 5, Lancelot fails to disclose the pedal in claim 1 , wherein said 
cycle pedal is equipped with hoops and attachment means on each of two faces, and 
wherein the front hoop of one face is integral with the rear hoop of the other face, the 
two hoops forming a substantially rectangular frame. 

Chen teaches a pedal wherein said cycle pedal is equipped with hoops (51 a, 51b) 
and attachment means (53a,53b,54a,54b) on each of two faces, and wherein the front 
hoop (53a) of one face is integral with the rear hoop (54a) of the other face (12), the two 
hoops fomiing a substantially rectangular frame (51a,51b) to provide a bicycle pedal 
assembly which includes a relatively small number of components and which is easy to 
assemble (C2,L61-63). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have equipped the device disclosed by Lancelot with hoops and 
attachment means on each of two faces, wherein the front hoop of one face is integral 
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with ttie rear hoop of the other face, the two hoops forming a substantially rectangular 
frame, taught by Chen, to provide a bicycle pedal assembly which includes a relatively 
small number of components and which is easy to assemble. 

1 1 . Claims 8,9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lancelot view of Bryne US 2002/0066337. 

Regarding claim 8, Lancelot fails to disclose each front hoop comprising at least 
one lug projecting to the inside of the hoop from a leg which is substantially orthogonal 
to the bar. 

Bryne teaches a the cycle pedal as claimed in claim 1, wherein each front hoop 
(24a,24a') comprises at least one lug (50a') [see Fig 4- first coil projecting from leg is a 
lug] projecting to the inside of the hoop from a leg (32a,32a') which is substantially 
orthogonal to the bar to releasably secure a cleat attached to a rider's shoe in 
substantially all riding conditions (Paragraph [0010]). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have equipped the device disclosed by Lancelot with a lug projecting to 
the inside of the hoop from a leg which is substantially orthogonal to the bar, as taught 
by Bryne to releasably secure a cleat attached to a rider's shoe In substantially all riding 
conditions. 


Regarding claim 9, Lancelot discloses each leg of a hoop comprising "a" lug. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 10, 11 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent fomi including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Terence Boes whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4898. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00 AM - 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Ridley can be reached on (571) 272-6917. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infonnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


TB 

February 21, 2006 
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